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EG Received, in November 1741, a ſmall . 
Pamphlet publiſhed by the Reverend - 
F. John Lewis of Margate, (en- 

titled, A Vindication of the Anci- 
ent Britains and the Pighards of 

Bohemia, from the falſe Accuſations of being 

Anabaptiſts, &c.) without my Knowledge from 

whom it came: But upon Enquiry I was in- 


. formed it was ſent me by Mr. Lewis; and : F 4 


thereupon concluding he might expect to know my: 
Sentiments thereon, ] ſoon made ſome Obſervations | 


7 | 
* 
—* 


on the ſaid Pampblet, with a Deſign to fene“ 


cordingiy drew up a Letter for that Purpoſe. 


But underſtanding my Friend Matthew bad. 
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wrote confiderably of that Sort, with Deſgn 1 
publiſh the ſame ; 1 thereupon declined ſend- 

ing the ſaid Obſervations. But as Mr. Lewis 
rejefts what my Friend hath wrote, as not 
being any Thing like an Anfwer to his Pamphlet, 
and treats the Performance. and the Author 
with Scorn and Contempt ; and not only fo, but 
infinuates, the Pamphlet is not of his compoſing ; 
but thinks, he was greatly impoſed on to ſuffer 
bis Name (or ſomething like it) to be put to þo 
weak and ignorant a Performance. Whereas 
Mr. Lewis had not the leaſt Ground for ſuch 
Suggeſtions; and I have good Reaſon to believe 
the Performance to be pr the 3 9 
rege Name it bears. 


Upon this J. reatment, I came to a Determi- 
nation to publiſh the Obſervations 1 firſt made, 
wiitb fome Enlargement, which was foreign from 
: my Deſign, till I was led to it for the Reaſons 
, eee mene, dich is an Argument I an 

* ot forward to engage in, that irkjome Work of 
4 Controverſy, as being neither ſrilled nor practiſed 
_ 7: i,; but am. free and ready to 50 


ee I I n—_ 
_— — 4 E * =. * 


R 


=. my Ie eakneſs and Deficiency herein, both 4 
"4 Regard to my natural Endowments, and the fm 
1 Opportunities T have had to acquire Knowleage. 
However, J eſteem it a great Bleſſing Twas taught 
fo read the Bible. I mention this, to beſpeak the 
Gandor and favourable Alliwancs of my courte- 
ous Readers, for whatſoever Weakneſs or Imper- 
tinence may be qbſerved in the following Papers; 
. ef 292 it may be confi idered, they are produced by 

| ons 


doh 
> 


| / 


ever, I am not aſhamed to expoſe my Weakneſs 
in my Attempt to vindicate Truth, That T eſteem 
js not the good Fortune of every honeſt Man to 
þo likewiſe it is no little Diſgrace to many that 
| are, that they make no better Uſe of it. 


Mind freely, with a firi&t Regard to Truth, (ſo 
far as I am able to judge of Truth) without 


| rot owing either to Wilfulneſs or Obſtinacy, be- 


above the Reputation of being Learned ; for as it 


b ſbe Reap 
one, who makes no Pretence to Learning, which 
I bope my good Readers will efteem as an Apology 
for their being ſo rough and unpoliſbed. Hows 


| 


be under the Advantage of a liberal Education, 


IJ confeſs I have taken Liberty to expreſs my 


Partiality or Prejudice; and in whatever I may 
| yet be miſtaken, I am conſcious my Errors are 


| ing always ready, free, and open, to receive In- 
ftruction, and frankly to confeſs and renounce my 
| Errors whenever J apprehend them ſuch, with= 
| out Regard either to the Smiles or Frowns of Men. 
I have no ſecular Intereſt to cramp or biaſs my. 


Judgment in one Caſe more than another; which 


n 
\ 


py generally too great and commanding an In- 


Ads to cloud the Mind, miſguide the Underſtand- 
mg, corrupt the Fudgment, and even ſacrifice Rea- 


Ambition; which leads captive Piety, Virtue, 


Zeal, and ſubſtantial Goodneſs, in adamantine 
Chains of Slavery. And as J aim at nothing 


may 


ce over the Sentiments of Men, and direttly 


fon and Conſcience too, to Pride, Avarice, and 


but ta ſerve the Cauſe of Truth, having no Be- 
aße to ſeek or enlarge, therefore I defire it 


* 25 the READER! 
may be confidered, that whatever my Errors be, 
they baus no ſecular or ſordid Views to ſupport 
WDus ſubmitting the following Popers to the 
impartial Peruſal of my candid Readers, 1 leave 

ebem to approve or cenſure the Whole, or any Part, 


as they ſee Cauſe. 
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SOME 


OBSERVATIONS, Ec 


N needs no deep Penetration to obſerve 
, EEE) that Mr. Lewis makes it his firſt Buſineſs 
8 S g to prepoſſeſs his Reader with a mean 
Opinion of the Baptiſ's Cauſe, by ſug- 
geſting it is both weak and defenceleſs; 
which Method (as appears to me) hath a more di- 
rect Tendency to raiſe groundleſs Prejudices in the 
Minds of Men, than to inform their Judgments, or 
let forth Truth in a clear and conyincing Light; 
for tho? Mr. Lewis is pleaſed to inſinuate our Cauſe 
to be both weak and defenceleſs, yet he hath not 
attempted to ſhew wherein the Weakneſs conſiſts ; 
nor given the. leaſt Intimation that it is not to be 
defended from Holy Scriptures ; (neither indeed can 
that be aſſerted with any Colour of Truth ;) there- 
tore if we have the Holy Scripture to ſtrengthen and 
defend our Cauſe, I will refer the Matter to any 
candid and judicious Reader to judge and determine 
whether our Cauſe be really ſo weak and defences 
leſs as Mr, Lewis ſeems both fond and deſirous to haus 
it believed to be. As he is pleaſed to ſay it hass 
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M 
been always looked on as a ſhrewd Sign of a 
% weak and defenceleſs Cauſe, when the Defenders 
< of it attempt to ſupport it by Allegations of Fact 
6 notoriouſly falſe and untrue;“ I would beg leave 
to. obſerve, a Cauſe is not always to be. eſteemed 
weak and defenceleſs, barely on Account of its be- 
ing weakly managed: As a Cauſe really good in itſelf 
'may be ſo imprudently handled as to cloud and ob- 
ſcure its Beauty, and caſt a Veil on its natural and 
genuine Features, and make it appear with a dark 
Aſpect and melancholy Complection 3 ſo, on the 
contrary, a Cauſe really bad, may be managed 
to ſuch Advantage, dreſſed up with ſuch Care and 
Art, and ſet off in ſuch pleaſing Colours, as to make 
it appear (at leaſt to a ſuperficial View) with an ami 
able, bright, and fair Countenance. I have read an 
Obſervation cited from Tully to this Purpoſe : vi. 
« There is nothing ſo abſurd and incredible, but 
“ may be repreſented ſo as to look very probable.” 

But 1 would obſerve, a Cauſe really good in itſelf 

does not change its Eſſence from good to bad, 


1 

_ from its being indiſcreetly managed; neither does 
þ this, abſtractedly conſidered, neceſſarily conclude 
wo the Cauſe to be weak and defenceleſs, but only 
"1 ſhews the Weakneſs. of thoſe, who undertake to 
= defend it, by injudicious Methods; and in Conſe- 
1 quence hereof, ruin a good Cauſe for Want of 


5 Prudence and good Conduct to manage it. If this 
be the Caſe with Reſpect to Henry Danvers, the 
Ba zptliſts in general are not accountable for it, who 
Ay _ for the moſt part are equally Strangers to his Writ- 
47 ings, as they were to his Perſon; and how Mr. 
Lewis could aſſert “ the Engliſh Anabaptiſts (without 
« Exception) have given ſo much Encouragement 
to H. Danvers's Treatiſe of Baptiſm, as if it were 
<« of claſſical Authority and all he ſaid was Goſpel,” 
is not eaſily to be acounted for. Indeed theſe are 


bare Aſſertions without Proof, and very diſingenuous, 
5 to 
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to ſay no worſe. The Charge here exhibited by Mr. 
Lewis cannot be proved againſt us, who ſtrictly ad-. 
here to the Holy Scriptures, acknowledging them 
our ſole Rule and Guide, both in Faith and Prac- 
tice, in the Affairs of Religion; by which we are 
taught to call no Man Father upon Earth, for one is 
your Father faith our Lord, who is in Heaven; neither 
te called Maſter, for one is your Maſter, even Chriſt, by 
which we underſtand we are here forbidden to fol- 
low blindly and implicitly the Dictatesof Men, fim- - 
ply and abſtractedly conſidered, even ſuppoling them. 
to be of the greateſt Authority. But on the contrary, 
to eſteem the Holy Scriptures (as becometh all Pro- 
teſtants) that ſure and ſolid Foundation whereon to 
build our Faith and by which to regulate our Prac- 
tice, embracing Chriſt, as our great Lawgiver, and 
in Conſequence thereof conduct ourſelves under the 
Power and Influence of his Direction; not building 
our Faith on the Wiſdom or Traditions of weak and 
fallible Men, but on the Word of God confirmed by 


his mighty Power; the which we eſteem far more 


afe to rely upon, than all the Authorities of Men 
united: And I deſire it may be obſerved, that in- 
ſtead of - proving this Charge againſt us, of paying 
ſuch undue Regards to the Writings of H. Danvers, - 
Mr. Lewis. in Fact ſeems rather to contradict it, 
where he mentions the late Anabapriſts Writers as 


| having admired and made uſe of the ſaid Trea- 
| tiſe, but have not named Danvers's Name, nor 
| quoted his Book : Whereas if they had really | 
eſteemed it of equal Authority with the Goſpel, it 


5 highly reaſonable to conclude they would have 
done both; But as they have done neither, it is a 
plain Indication they had no ſuch exalted Thoughts 
of the Writings of H. Danvers as Mr. Lewis aſſerts; 
uz. © as if they were of claſſical Authority and 


* all he ſaid was Goſpel,” ? : 
1 2:507 » ut 


* 
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But for this their Omiſſion in not citing Danvers, 


they are charged with imitating his Example, 
whom Mr Letois affirms, was a notorious Plagiary, 
and ftole great Part of Mr Tombes's two Books, 


From this ſevere Charge and terrible Outery againſt 


Danvers, it might have been reaſonably expected, he 


had tranſcribed in expreſs Words a conſiderable Part 


of Mr. Tombes's Books, whereas the Sum total is, 
(according to Mr. L:2wirfs own Account,) that Mr, 


Wills hath faid in his Preface (the Truth whereof _ 


remains queſtionable) that Danvers, in no leſs than 
forty nine Places, and for forty nine Pages together, 
hath taken the Subſtance of what Mr. Tombes writes 
from him, without ſo much as naming him, or his 
Books. This I conceive H. Danvers might poſſibly 
do, without ever ſeeing Mr. Tombes's Books, as they 


both treated upon the fame Subject, and endea- 


voured to ſupport the ſame Cauſe, viz: adult Baptiſm; 


and therefore might reaſonably produce the ſame: 


Arguments for Subſtance to anſwer the fame End: 
And indeed it is rare to write any thing upon a Sub- 
ject fo much controverted as Infant-Baptiſm hath 
been, that is entirely new, tho? commonly new mo- 
delled; but for Subſtance, the Argument is the 
fame tho* differently improved, according to the 
different Genius of Men that have wrote upon the 
ſame Subject: And ſuppoſing Danvers had read 
Mr. Tombes's Books, he might poſſibly have the 
fame Sentiments of the Controverſy, that he ob. 
ſeved Mr. Tombes to have, even before he read 
his Books; and if ſo, then I think it a hard Caſe 
a Man muſt not write according to his own Judg- 
ment, without coming under the uncharitable Cen- 
ſure of being a notorious Plagiary z for no other 
Reaſon but this, viz. that the Subſtance of what 
he writes hath by ſome Perſon at ſome Time or other 
been written before. Whether H. Danvers from 
hence juſtly deſerves the extenuating Character of 
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being a notorious Plagiary as Mr, Lewis affirms, 
or whether it be not rather notorious that Mr. 
Lewis was angry, and wrote under the Power and 
Influence of a ſtrong Prejudice; I leave the candid 


Reader to determine. 


As to Mr Lewis's telling his Reader was great 
Feats himſelf and others had done to expoſe the 


Baptiſts to Contempt, on Account of their Error and 


Ignorance, is in my Opinion but to little Purpoſe, as 
this is nothing new: It hath been common from 
the Beginning of Chriſtianity for the Profeſſors of 
it to be expoſed to Ridicule and Contempt; the 3 
Author of it himſelf not excepted, who (tho? 

fectly innocent) was conſtantly loaded with 5 
Nees, Infamy, and Reproach ; M and none more 
apt and forward to engage in this foul, mean, and 


dirty Work, than the bigotted, haughty, and in- 


ſulting Prieſts. and Expounders of Law, who were 
Ringleaders of Miſchief, and uſurped Authority over 
the common People, inciting them to the higheſt 
Acts of Cruelty and Injuſtice, inventing a fooliſh Lye, 
and giving large Money to have it told, to hide 
and conceal their Wickedneſs; the Soldjem were 
bid to ſay, that Chriſt's Diſciples ſtole him away whilſt 
they ſkept.* And as this was the ſevere Treatment 
our Lord met with, he hath taught his Diſciples 
and Followers to expect the ſame Uſage; and as 
we profeſs to be ſuch, I truſt we ſhall patiently diſ- 
pence with all the Reproach caſt upon us, for the 
Sake of Truth and a good Conſcience, tho? we think 
it warrantable to declare our juſt Reſentment of 
ſuch Treatment, eſpecially from Chriſtians : And 
hereupon think it proper to let Mr. Lewis know, 


we are not to be baffled out of our Principles 


(founded upon the clear Evidences of Reaſon and 


divine Revelation) by old Tales, ſtern Looks, 


| : Mat, xxviii. 13. es 


66) 
thinking Part of Mankind have been too much 
abuſed and impoſed on: But if Mr. Leris thinks 
2 er to undertake to convince the Baptiſts of any 
rrors they hold, I deſire he will do it in the Spirit 
of Meekneſs, by gentle Methods, by ſoft Words, 
and ſolid hard 5 and concluſive Arguments, 
drawn from the Holy Scriptures, which 1s ; the beſt 
Eloquence: And to which we are ready to attend, 
and pay the higheſt Regard and Deference : But if 
our Conviction be attempted with angry Invectives, 
raſh and uncharitable Cenſures, hard Names inſtead 
of rational hard and ſubſtantial Arguments, (which 
is too often the Caſe) this we are obliged to reject, 
as mean and impertinent, as being unworthy of any 
modeſt Man and fincere Lover of Truth. 
What Mr. Lewis hath added to his Reader J 
intend to take Notice of hereafter, and ſhall now 
make ſome brief Obſervations on his Defence of the 
Britihh Chriſtians, &c. Which begins with a heavy 
Charge againſt H. Danvers, viz. That the falſe and 
groundleſs Stories of the Britiſʒ Churches and Bo- 
bemian Pighards being againſt Infant-Baptiſm was 
not only publiſhed by H. Danvers, but as Mr. Lewis 
thinks, was alſo invented by him, “ firſt invented 
I think (fays Mr. Lewis) by H. Danvers. ] cannot 
but ſay it looks unkind, if not deſigning, to charge 
a Man with a Crime upon a bare Suppoſition, which 
Mr. Lewis only thinks he was guilty of, but hath 
not, (as J obſerve,) produced the leaſt Reaſon why 
he thought ſo. And as his Thoughts appear to 
have no Foundation, I cannot help concluding, it 
would have been more to Mr. Lewis's Reputation 
to have kept ſuch Thoughts to himſelf, than to 
have publiſhed the fame, without any Juſtice, or 
Reaſon for ſo doing. Mr. Lewis cannot expect any 
Credit to be given to what he thus delivers in 
ſuch a doubtful Way, only upon his bare pow” 
0 jecture, grounded upon no Evidence at all; 


* 1 Job they 


47) 


they muſt be fond and credulous to a Degree, 


who believe upon no Evidence, and are juſtly 


chargeable with Folly and Imprudence according to 
an Obſervation of the learned and ingenious Mr. 


Locke, viz. *< he that believes without having any 
« Reaſon for believing, may be in love with his 
« own Fancy, but neither ſeeks Truth as he 
« ought, nor pays the Obedience due to his 
« Maker: And it is not a little ſurprizing, that 
Mr. Lewis ſhould take the Liberty to expreſs his 
Thoughts ſo freely in detracting from a Man's 
Character long ſince dead, and aflign no Reaſon 
for it: If he had only told us, Danvers had cited 
no Authority for what he ſaid, it would have been 
ſome ſlender Foundation to believe he was the In- 
venter of it; and if the Caſe be really ſo, that 
Danvers hath produced no Authority for what he 
advanced, Mr. Lets hath been much wanting to 
himſelf in ſecuring his own Reputation, in not 
letting us know it; but if, on the contrary, it ap- 
pears that Danvers hath cited his Authors, then I 
confeſs it is out of the Power of my Genius to 
form any thing like an Excuſe for Mr. Lewis's Pro- 
ceeding : It will then appear plainly, his Deſign 
was, to render H. Danvers infamous, by thus re- 

preſenting him a Liar, and a notorious Plagiary, 


and an Inventer of Lies, (which are groſs Enormi- 


ties indeed) and then to caſt the Comtempt upon 
the. Baptiſts in general, by ſetting up this vile Man 
as the Baptiſts Oracle; aſſerting they have made ſo 
much Ule of his Book, as if it were of claſſical 


| Authority and all he faid was Goſpel. However, 
I freely forgive Mr. Lewis any Injury he hath 
either done, or attempted to do the Baptiſts Cauſe 
| In this, or any other particular Inſtance ; tho? I 
| perfuade myſelf, if he were to lay aſide his Preju- 

dices, and conſider Things impartially, and weigh _ _ 


his Conduct in the Ballance of the Sanctuary, he 
Cöͤͥõͤ—2i. 8 would 


(8) 


would then find no little Difficulty to fotgiye 
himſelf. | But, as IJ conelude he might write in 
'Haſte, I hope he will ſee his Error, and accord- 
ingly, advance to a ſpeedy Repentance. 

Mr. Lewis tells us, now he thinks proper to 
e fell the Truth and detect Danvers's Blunder ” 
This, I confeſs, is a worthy, and good Thought, 
z. to tell the Truth, and it were to be wiſhed Mr. 
Lewis had arrived to it ſooner, and purſued it, and 
that only. | 
Il further obſerve, Mr. Lewis is very liberal in be. 
ſtowing upon us the reproachful Name of Anabap- 
tits, which we are not ſenſible, does of any 0 
belong to us; as we do not allow of repeating ** 
tiſm or Rebaptization. I therefore deſire Mr. Ti 
(according to a late Admonition given him) would 
firſt ſhew, that we really deſerve the Name of 
Anabaptis before he obtrudes it upon us; and in 
Conſequence hereof, make ir appear from the Scrip- 
tures, that Infants are proper Subjects for Baptiſm, 
and Sprinkling a proper Mode for the due Admint- 
ſtration thereof. When this is fairly made out, 
we ſhall not object againſt being called Anabaptifts ; 
and this I would recommend to Mr. Lewis, as 
worthy of his moſt ingenious Labours, being a 
Work which hath not yet been done, and therefore 
undoubtedly would be highly acceptable to all 
Parties, and entirely put an. End to the Controver- 
ly ; and in doing this Mr. Lewis would more de- 
ſervedly merit the Thanks of the Convocation 
than Dr. Wall did by his Hiſtory of Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, which procured him that Honour. For tho 
that is allowed to be the beſt Defence for Infant 
Baptiſm, yet it is not by far what it is haſtily taken 
to be: and hath been long ſince confuted, in a learned 
and maſterly Way by the late Dr. Jobn Gale, in his 
Refleftions on the ſaid Hiſtory; which may be 


modeſtiy 9 was no little Mortification to 
. 


8. » — 2 
Mr. Wall, as well as diſpleaſing to his fond Ada. 
rers, to lee their Goliab cut down with his own. 
Weapons, in whole Strength they ſo mightily 
boaſted ; (I mean his own Arguments, turned 
upon, and improved againſt him.) 


Next, I obſerve, Mr. Lewis favours us with: EE 


old Story of Auſtin the Monk coming to Eng- 
land, and his Propoſals to the Britiſhb Biſhops, and 

his Demeanor towards them, which they reſented, 
as well as rejected his Propoſals: How all this 
affecks the Controverſy. of Infant-Baptiſm, is not 
_ ealy to apprehend ; but as I would not deſignedly 
omit any thing that hath a Look that Way, I 
therefore take Notice of the Word fulwhite, which 
| Mr. Zewis informs us in his Margin, is to be un- 
' derſtood © cleanſing what is foul. So our firſt 
« Engiiſh Tranſlators of the New Teſtament (faith 
* Mr. Lewis,) render the Greek Word baptize, 
« and ſo it uſed by the Evangeliſt St. Mark, vil. 4. 
the Baptiſm of Tables or Couches which our 
% modern Engliſo Tranſlators have rendered the 
« waſhing of Tables, which we know is not done 
« by dipping or plunging them all under Water, 
«. but by pouring Water upon them, and rubbing 
„ them with a Bruſh or Cloth.” I would remind 
Mr. Lewis, T make a diſtinguiſhing Difference be- 
tween the common and ordinary Methods now 
in Uſe to cleanſe Tables, Cups, Sc. and the Me- 
thods of the Fewiſh Waſhings uſed by them to 
cleanſe Defilements, which was not done by pour- 
ing, Water upon them, and rubbing them with a 
Bruſh, or Cloth, as Mr. Lewis inſinuates; but by 


putting them into Water, as appears from Scrip- 


ture-Teſtimony, which reads thus, and upon that- 
ſoever any of tbem, when they are dead, doth fall, it 


ſhall be unclean; whether it be any Veſſel of Wood, or 


| Raiment, or * or Sack, whatever Veſſel it be wherein 
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ao! Wark is done; it muſt be put into Water, and it 
ſhall be unckan till the Even, ſo Dal it be cleanſed. 
Tho* I am ſenſible, and freely acknowledge, 
that Chriſtian Baptiſm is intended by the Word 
1 Ming in the New Teſtament, as in the following 
Paſſages; And ſucb wereſomeof you, but ye are waſhed, 8&c.* 
He Javed us by the "waſhing of Regeneration, &. Let us 
draw ner with a true Heart in full Aſſurance of Faith, 
having our Hearts ſprinkled from an evil Conſcieme, 
and our Bodies waſhed with pure Water.* But ob- 
ſerve, it is the Body is here faid to be waſhed, and 
not the Face frinkles only; ſo that waſh and ſprinkle 
are different Words, and convey different Ideas, 
and it is proper to keep them fo, If Mr. Luis wants 
a more full Diſtinction, he may eaſily obtain it; 
only by aſking ſuch as are uſed to waſh Clothes, 
what is meant by waſhing, and what by ſprinkling, 
and I doubt not No he will receive the following 
Definition, and be told, to waſh is to cleanſe Clothes 
in Water, and to /prinkle is to caſt a few Drops 
upon them lghtly when _y are judged too dry 
for the Iron. 
There is likewiſe another Form of Words in 
the New Teſtament, by which Chriſtian Baptiſm 
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| PV is intended, which is contained in the Diſcourfe 
which eur Lord had with Nicodemus, Except a Man 
—_—] be born of Water and 4 the Spirit, he cannot enter inio 


the Kingdom of\God ; * which Form of Expreſſion, 
(viz. born of the Water) cannot poſſibly be ſuppoſed 
to have any Alluſion to Sprinkling in Baptiſm, but 
bears a ſtriẽt Analogy to the Adminiſtration of that 
Inſtitution by Immerſion. Nay the very Foun- 
tains or Fonts erected in Churches to contain ſuch 
a Quaiitiry of Water proper and commodious to 
pot the whole Body of an Infant into, bear Tefti- 
_ _— 17855 are TORRE Monuments, _ _ 


3 1 8 N Levit. X1. 32. e 1 Cor. vi. 11. « Tit. * Heb. 
el. 5 22. John. iii. 5. 5 
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clearly what was the ancient Cuſtom, ih Regard h 
to the Manner, or Mode of Baptiſm then in Uk 
when the Fonts were firſt erected. 

I come next to. conſider that famous Mani 
of Pelagius, which if it were true, as Mr. Leun 
relates it, I confeſs here is ſomething material in 
this Evidence to ſhew the Britiſb Chriſtians at that 
Time baptized their Infants : But Mr. Lewis ſeems 
to be not rightly acquainted with the Diſpute be. 
tween St. Auſtin and Pelagius, nor hath given any 
Iatimation wherein the Controverſy did mainly 
conſiſt 3 as St. Auſtin and | Pelagits in this Diſpute 


ſpeak of the End, not of the Subject of Baptiſm, 


as I am informed by a learned Author; viz. Dr. 
Gale, in his Reflections, &c. where he tells Dr. 
Wall“ he ſhould not have ſaid they do declare 
that they never read or heard of any Chriſtians 
e that were againſt Infant-Baptiſm; but, which 
«© had been more true, that Pelagius did not con- 
« tradict St. Auſtin, when he declared he never 
ce heard of any that denied Baptiſm was given for 
“ Remiſſion of Sins; * neither do the Baptiſts 
deny this any more than St Auſtin. But we hold, that 
by Baptiſm, when duly performed, we obtain Re- 
miſſion of actual Sins, according to St. Peter, re- 
ent and be baptized every one of you in the Name of 
Feſus Chrift for the Remiſſion of Sins, &c.* But with 
Regard to Infants before the Uſe of Reaſon, I 
conclude them in a very ſafe Condition, and not 
chargeable with the Sin of our firſt Parents, any 
further than the Inconveniences that attend this 
Life, and Death itſelf, which Circumſtance of Mor- 
tality, and its natural Appendages, I conceive were 
tranſmitted by- our firſt Parents to their Poſterity-by 


2 natural and unayoidable Neceſſity; But that Inu. 
fants by the Sin of our firſt Parents are rendered; =_ 


che to the divine Diſpleaſure, and 0 
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ſubj ected to bear the Wrath of God, inflicted by 
a Tenſible, pungent, and acute Puniſhment, is 
not only unreaſonable to imagine, but is directly 
impeaching the Attributes of God ,or does render them 
lable to Cenſure: But this by digreſſion. And as to 
the Account of Auſtin's coming to England, ſo of- 
ten repeated in different Forms, and not very in- 
telligible; in no Shape as I can ſee, ſhews the Bri- 
zih Chriſtians baptized their Infants, but rather 
points out the contrary. But as nothing certain 
can be collected from the Account Mr. Lewis gives, 
J ſhall not waſte my Paper upon uncertain Conjec- 
tures, as it is allowed that Infant-Baptiſm (tho? not 
Sprinkling) was practiced in the third, and more fre- 
quently in the fourth Century, long before Auſtin 
the Monk came to England: And hereupon I beg 
Leave to obſerve, that the long Practice of an 
Error doth not change its real Efſence, and make 
it become Truth: That which is not Truth at firſt, the 
Practice. of it ever ſo long contributes nothing to 
make it ſoz no more than telling of a Lie a thou- 
fand Times over makes it become a Truth: Tho' 
as Archbiſhop Tillotſen ſpeaks, <* It hath been ob- 
« ſerved of ſome Perſons, that they have told an 
« Untruth fo often and averred it with ſo much 
*<« Confidence, till at laſt forgetting it was a Lie at 
'« firſt, they themſelves have in Proceſs of Time 
ue believed it to be true.” And it is much more 

probable the Practice of Infant-Baptiſm, and after- 
-wards Sprinkling, ſo generally embraced for ſeve- 
ral hundred Years, and tranſmitted from one 
Generation to another, tho* at firſt an Error, 
| as practiced doubtfully; yet by long Prac- 
tice and general Approbation, I bf Ol not but 
by many is received for Truth: And that this 
was judged to be an Error in the Year 250, ap- 
pears evident from that Inſtance of Novatian “ being 


„ fick and near * as was ſuppoſed, was wer 
tized 
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« tized in his Bed (or called ſo) by Perfuſion, or 


« pouring on of Water; it is true indeed, (ſays my 


« Author, ) this Baptiſm was not generally eſteemed 


„ as perfect as the more ſolemn Baptiſm, for 


« which Reaſon it was a Cuſtom in ſome Churches 
« not to advance any to clerical Orders who had 


« been ſo baptized ; an Inſtance whereof we have 


« jn the Church of Rome, where the Ordination 
„of Novatian to be a Preſbyter, was oppoſed by. 
„ all the Clergy, and by many of the Laity, as 
« unlawful, becauſe of his clinic Perfuſion.? And 
much to this Purpoſe may be ſeen, as cited from St. Bar- 
nhas, Turtullian, and my Author's own Opinion, vix. 
the late Lord Chancellor King, in his Enquiry into the 
Conſtitution of the Church for the firſs three hundred 
Years after Chriſt, Where it may be obſerved, 
that the Practice of Infant-Baptiſm, or the Adult, by 
Perfuſion, was eſteemed an Error; tho' upon the 
Account of the long Ule of it, may, by many 
be received as Truth, and I have ſo much Cha- 
rity for Mr. Lewis, as to think he may poſlibly 
be one of that Number; and therefore would- 
deſire him to lay aſide all Prepoſſeſſion and 
Prejudice, with other Impediments (which tend to 
baſs the Mind, corrupt the Judgment, and cloud 
the Underſtanding) and not to ſuffer his Paſſions 
to uſurp the Throne of Reaſon, and then exa- 
mine the Matter impartially, as becomes a modeſt 
Man and Lover of Truth. a OY 

As J have a charitable Concern, and real Deſire: 
for the Good and Happineſs of all Men, I am 
therefore willing to contribute my beſt Endeavours 
to promote and advance the fame : But as I 
apprehend Mr. Lewis to be very fond and tenaci- 
ous of Infant-Sprinkling, I therefore beg Leave to 


| ſeccommend to him, and all of his Opinion and 


Practice, the Sentiments of ſome of the eſtabliſhed 
Clergy on this Subject: As I am apprehenſive Mr. 
5 ; Lewis 


„/ 
Lewis will not be convinced of the Truth I am 
pleading for, by what I am able to ſay in the Vin. 
dication of it, I therefore refer him to the Doc. 

trines of his own Prophets, to the which he will 
do well to take Heed. When I ſay ſome of the 
eſtabliſhed Clergy, I would not be underſtood to 
mean any of the looſe, inferior ignorant Sort, ſuch 
as Biſhop Burnet complains of in his Paſtoral Care, 

* who appeared ſo groſly ignorant in the Funda- 
«« mentals of Religion, that they had Need that 
% one ſhould teach them the firſt Principles of 
the Oracles of God; I do not mean ſuch as 
theſe, but I intend ſuch who have been, and are 
in the moſt dignified Stations in the Church, cele- 
brated for Learning and Piety, deep and nervous 
in Judgment, bleſſed with ſuch happy Endowments 
and rare Accompliſhments, which have rendered 
them a Glory to the Eugliſs Nation; even theſe 
have largely contributed by their Writings to vindt- 
cate the Truth and Goodneſs of our Cauſe, ſome of 
which 1 ſhall take the Liberty to tranſcribe. 

The firſt that I ſhall produce, are the Words of 
Archbiſhop Tillotſon, viz. «+ Anciently (faith he) thoſe 
„ who were baptized put off their Garments, which 
e ſignified the putting off the Body of Sin; and 
« were immerſed and buried in Water, to repre- & | 

„ fent their Death of Sin; and then did rife up 
«© again out of the Water, to ſignify their Entrance 
„ upon a new Life. And to theſe Cuſtoms the 
* Apoſtle alludes, Rom. vi. 4.” as may be een, 
Vol. I. Page 82. What can any one ſay more per- 
ninent to vindicate our Cauſe, both with Regard 

to the Subject and Manner of baptizing. 

The next Evidence I produce is the learned 
Dr. Barlow afterward Biſhop of Lincoln, who writes 
to Mr. Tembes, B. D. (who had wrote conſide- 
rably to vindicate the Baptiſts Cauſe,) His Words 


in his Letter are theſe Verbatim, viv. I am 4 
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Eads 6 Friend to your Perſon, whom 1 hive known 


Vin. « {tho? unknown to you) theſe thirty-one Years, 
Doc- « and to your Opinion too, (as to the Main of it) 
will « for I believe and know, that there is neither 
f the Precept nor Practice in Scripture for Pædo- 
d to « baptiſm, nor any juſt Evidence for it, for 
ſuch « about two hundred — after Chriſt; the firſt 
are, « that bears Witneſs to Infant-Baptiſm, practiced 
nda- « jn the Church, is Tertullian, but ſo, as he ex- 
that « preſly diſlikes it, and condemns it as an unwar- 
s of c rantable and irrational Cuſtom; and Nazzanzen, 
ch as « a good while after him, in his Oration diſlikes 
| are « jt too, and would not have Infants brought to 
cele- « Baptiſm, till they were of ſome Age, and able 
vous ec to anſwer for themſelves. Sure I am, that in 
1ents « the primitive Times, they were firſt to be Cgq- 
ered « techument Illuminati, or Baptizati, and this not 
thele Wl © only Children of Pagans, or Pagans converted, 
indi- but Children of Chriſtian Parents; Naziatzes, | 


ne of WI © tho* a Biſhop's Son, being not baptized till he 
was about thirty Years of Age, as appears in his 


ds of „Life; and the like is evident of ſome others. 
thoſe „The Truth is, Infant-Baptiſm, (how or by what 
hich ce Means Ik now not) came in, in the ſecond Century, 
and * and in the third and fourth began to be prac- 
pre- ticed, tho* not generally; and defended as 
e up lawful, from that Text, (groſly mifunderſtood,) 
ance John iii. 5. Upon the like groſs Miſtake of 
; the Jobn vi. 53. they did for many Centuries (both 
een, in the Greek and Latin Church) communicate 
per- * Infants and give them the Lord's Supper, and I 
gard confeſs they might do both as well as either. 


But tho? they baptized ſome Infants, and thought 
it lawful fo to do, yet Auſtin was the firſt that 
ever ſaid it was neceſſary inde durus Pater Infan- 
* tum, I have ſeen what my learned and worthy 
= Friends, Dr. Hammond, Mr. Baxter, and others, 
45 1. 2 in the Defence of it; and I confeſs I Ns | 
cc er 
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* der not a little, that Men of ſuch great Party 
c ſhould ſay ſo much to ſo little Purpoſe; for | 
have not yet ſeen any Thing like an Argument 
< for it.” This I take from Hook*s Apology, which 
Letter of Dr. Barlow's in the fulleſt Manner vin: 
dicates the Truth and Goodneſs of our Cauſe. 
The next Evidence I produce is a learned Pre: 
late now living, - the Author of the Plain Account 
of the Lord Supper, where his Lordſhip is pleaſed 
to take Notice, that Baptiſm is ſtiled a being 
& buried with Chriſt, and riſing with him again; 
<« and further tells us, ) this latter Expreſſion, made 
“ Uſe of by St. Paul with Relation to Baptiſm, 
* 18 taken from the Cuſtom of Immerſion in the 
5 firſt Days and from that particular Manner of 
« baptizing Proſelytes, by which they were firſt 
„ covered with Water, and in a State, as it were, 
e of Death and Inactivity z and then aroſe out of 
< 1t into a Sort of new State of Life and Action. 
« And if Baptiſm had been performed as it is now 
% amongſt us, we ſhould never have ſo much as 
% heard of this Form of Expreſſion, of dying 
and ariſing again in this Rite.” Page 150. 
Next I ſhall produce the learned Dr. Whithy, 
who ſhews the true Mode of Baptiſm in his Anno- 
tations. on Rom. vi. 4. We are buried with him itt 
Baptiſm It being fo expreſly declared here, and 
« Col. ii. 12. (ſays he) that we are buried with Chriſt 
“ in Baptiſm, by being buried under Water; and 
e the Argument to oblige us to a Conformity to 
« his Death, by dying to Sin, being taken hence, 
“ and this Immerſion being religiouſly obſerved 
« for thirteen Centuries, and approved by our 
« Church, and the Change of it unto Sprinkling, 
e even without any Allowance from the Author 
of this Inſtitution, or any Licence from any 
« Council of the Church, being that, which the 
% Romaniſs ſtill urgeth to juſtify his Refuſal of Fo 
1 . e 
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't& 2 to the Laity; it were to be wiſhed that 


« this Cultom might be again of general Uſe, Sr. 

The next Evidence I produce to vindicate, and 
bear Teſtimony to the Truth J am pleading for, is 
the learned Dr. Taylor, in his Diſuaſtve from Popery, 
Page 117. who ſays thus That there is a Tradi- 
« tion to baptize; Infants, relies but upon two Witneſ- 
« ſes, Origen and Auſtin ; and the latter having re- 
« ceived it from the former, it relies wholly upon 
« a ſingle Teſtimony, which 1s but a pitiful Ar- 
« gument to prove a Tradition Apoſtolical. He 
« is the firſt that ſpoke for it, but Tertullian, that 
« was before him, ſeems to ſpeak againſt it; 
« which he would not have done, if it had been 


« a Tradition Apoſtolical ; and that it was not ſo 


« (faith the Biſhop) is but too certain, if there 
« beany Truth in the Words of Ludovicus Vives, 
* ſaying, that anciently none were baptized but Per- 
“ ſons of riper Years.” 

The next Evidence I produce to bear Teſtimony to 
our Cauſe, is the learned Philip Limborcb, in his Com- 
pleat Syſtem or Body of Divinity, Page 733. His 
| Words are theſe, <* Baptiſm is that Rite or Ceremo- 
« ny of the New Covenant, whereby the Faithful, 
| © by Immerſion into Water, as by a ſacred Pledge, 

e are aſſured of the Favour of God, Remiſſion 


of Sins, and eternal Life; and by which, they 


« engage themſelves to an Amendment of Lite, 
* and an Obedience to the divine Commands.” 
This he lays down as the Nature of Baptiſm, 


which exactly correſponds with the a Scrip- 


tures, and our Practice. 

Whoever reads the late Dr. Samuel Clarke's fourth 
Vol. of Sermons, his Expo/ition of the Church Cate- 
| (iſm, his Eſſay upon Baptiſm, &c. may lee conſide- 
rably to this Purpoſe, too much here to tranſcribe. 
And likewiſe Mr. Baxter, a great Aſſerter and De- 
fender of Ts or Sprinkling, doth inge- 
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niouſiy confeſs, after his long Search into Anti. 
quity, thus ah, I will confeſs, that the Words 
c of Tertullian ad Nazianzen fla; that it were 
<« Jong before all were agreed of the very Time, orof 
«© the Neceſſity of baptizing Infants, before any 
„ Uſe of Reaſon, in Caſe they were like to live 
e to Maturity; cited by Thomas Delaune in his 
Plea, &c. Page 12. 

Another Evidence I produce, as bearing Teſti- 
mony to the Truth I am pleading for, is Robert 
Barclay, an eminent Quaker, in his Chriſtian Divi- 
nity, dedicated to King James II. in Page 440, 
where he is ſeemingly juſtifying the Diſuſe of Bap- 
tiſm, from the great Abuſe of that Inſtitution as 
commonly adminiſtred. His Words are theſe, via. 
„ But if the Etymology of the Word (meaning 
« Baptiſm) ſhould be tenaciouſly adhered to, it 
« would militate againſt moſt of our Adverſaries, 
« as well as againſt us; for the Greek Word ſigni- 
« fies Immergo, that is, to plunge and dip in; and 
„that was the proper Uſe of Baptiſm among the 
« 7ews, and allo by John, and the primitive 
« Chriſtians who uſed it; whereas, our Adverſs- 
c ries for the moſt Part only ſprinkle a little Wa- 
<< ter upon the Forehead, which doth not at all an- 
. «© fwer the Word Baptiſm ; yea thoſe of old 
« among Chriſtians that uſed Water-Baptiſm, 
15 thought this dipping or plunging ſo needful, 
« that they thus dipped Children, Sc.“ And 
who can tell whether the Abule of this folemn In- 
ſtitution of Chriſt was not a Snare to the Quakers 
to deny the Uſe of it, and the other Inſtitution 
alſo. 

But to conclude my Citations at preſent, I will 
produce the Words of Dr. Ball, as cited by Thomas 
Grantham. Dr. Ball, in his E 1d to Controverſy, lays 
thus, viz. *< if Men muſt take their Religion out 
of the Scriptures, that then, both Papiſts and 
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e Proteſtants muſt croſs the Cudgels to the Ana- 
« haptiſts.“ 

. all the Teſtimonies now cited (to which 

ny more might be added) of different Perſua- 
don of the moſt learned and eminent, that plainly 
bear Witneſs to the Truth of our Cauſe, I only 
beg Leave to draw this juft and natural Inference; = 
viz, that as theſe eminent Divines and learned 


Men cannot rationally be ſuppoſed to be under 
any Biaſs on the Baptiſts Side, being in the contrary 


Practice, ſo hereupon I conclude, that nothing 
but the clear, and irreſiſtible Evidence of Truth 
could draw ſuch plain Conceſſions, and ample Ac- 
knowledgments from them, in Teſtimony of the 
Truth, and Goodneſs of our Cauſe; ſince themſelves, 
as before obſerved, were in the contrary Practice. If 
it be objected that theſe Citations cannot be called 
an Obſervation upon what Mr. Zewis hath wrote, 
my Anſwer to this 1s plain and ſhort; viz. I pro-- 
duce them to convince Mr. Lewis, if poſſible, that 
we ſtand in no Need of Allegations of Facts noto- 
riouſly falſe and untrue, to ſupport our Cauſe, and 
likewiſe, that our Cauſe can be maintained without 
the Affiſtance of H. Damvers's Treatiſe. 

Further I obſerve, in Page 9, Mr. Lewis brings 
ou Danvers under the Laſh again, and charges 
im with telling two other notorious Falſchoods 
z. that the Aſiatic Churches had no ſuch Thing 
* as the baptizing of Infants among them; and 
that Conſtantine the Great was the Son of Con- 
* tance and the famous Helena, both eminent 
“ Chriſttans, tho? it is certain, faith Mr. Lewis, 


neither of them were Chriſtians when their Son 


* Conflantine was born, nor many Years after.” 

From which Expreſſions I obſerve Mr. Lewis tacitly 
allows that both Conſtance and Helena were Chriſtians 
in ſome Time of their Lives, tho* not when their 


n Conſtantine was born; Whereas I obſerve Dr. 
oo 2 Wall 
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Wall aſſerts plainly, that Conſtantius the Father of 
Conftantine,. died a Heathen, Chap. iii. Page 37. 


and in the next Page ſays of Helena, ** ſome tak-_ 


* ing her for a Wife, others for a Concubine, 
ce others for an abſolute Harlot ; and that her Son 
% Conſtantine firſt brought her to be a godly Woman 
5 (or Chriſtian) which ſhe was not before.” That 
Conſtantius died a Heathen, ſeems not. conſiſtent 
with the Character the learned Camden 'gives him, 
as Dr. Wall confeſſeth he calls him“ an excellent 
„Emperor, endowed with all moral and Chriſtian 
% Virtues,” and Euſebius ipeaking of Conjtantine, 
ſays of him, that he became a Follower of 
6 his Father's Piety ſor pious Favour or Reſpect,] 
% toward our Relig:on,” ſays Dr. Wall; whereas 
I have obſerved from Euſebius's Writings, who 
ſays of Conſtanliue, that he became a Follower of his 
Father's Piety ia the Chriſtian Religion, from which 
Inſtance, Iam confirmed Dr. Wall juſtly deſerved the 
Character given him by the late Dr. Gale, vix. 
* that he was not to be depended on, and ought 
* to be read with Diſtruſt. e ho 
Tho? I confeſs there is ſome Ambiguity in the 
Words of Euſebius, and nothing really certain can 
be concluded from thence, with Relation to Con- 


A 


fſtantius's embracing the Chriſtian Religion by being 
actually baptized, yet I obſerve,” the very learned 


Daille mentions Conſtantine co the fame Purpoſe, and 
to anſwer the ſame End as H. Damvers produces 
the Inſtances for, viz. to ſhew that Infant- Baptiſm 
in ancient Times was not ordinarily practiſed. His 
expreſs Words are theſe, viz. „ In ancient Times 


they often deferred the baptizing both of Infants 


„ and of other People, as appears by the Hiſtory 
* of the Emperors Conſtantine the Great, of Con- 
& ftantius, of Theodefius, of Valentinian, and of Gratian, 
ein St. Ambroſe ; and alſo by the Qrations and Ho- 


smilies of Gregery Nazianzen, and of St. Baſil an 


«© this 
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s this Subject; and ſome of the Fathers too have 
& been of Opinion, that it is fit itſhould be deferred, 
e as namely Tertullian, &c.“ Uſe of the Fathers, Page 
149. Another Inſtance to the ſame Purpoſe, I 
produce from no leſs eminent an Author than 
the learned Hugo Grotius. His Words are theſe; 
vis, It was no ſmall Evidence that Baptiſm 
« of Infants many hundred Years was not ordi- 
* nary in the Greet Church, becauſe not only 
« Conſtantine the Great, the Son of Helena, a zea- 
« Jous Chriſtian ; but alſo Gregory Nazianzen, who 
« was the Son of a Chriſtian Biſhop, and brought 
% up long by him was not baptized till he came to 
« Years, as is (ſaith he) related in his Life.“ I 
know of no Author of greater Authority than this 
laſt mentioned, who on Account of his uncom- 
mon Abilities, both natural and acquired, I have 
ſeen ſtiled the 7ncomparable Grotius, who doubtleſs 
concluded that Helena (at leaſt) was a zealous Chri- 

ſtian when her Son Conſtantine was born; or elſe 
his producing him for an Inſtance to ſhew that 
Infant-Baptiſm was not common, &c. would have 
been trifling and to no Purpoſe, which is a Thought 
unworthy of io great a Man. This Paſſage I take 
from Thomas Delaune*s Plea. Page 12. who cites it 
from Grotius's Annotations on Mat. xix. 14, Dr. 
Field faith, „* that very many that were born of 
« Chriſtian Parents, beſides - thoſe that were con- 
„ verted from Paganiſm, put off their Baptiſm 
for a long Time, Sc. on the Church, Page 729. 
From hence it appears Mr. Lewis hath bore too 
hard upon Danvers in charging him with telling 
notorious Falſehoods, and not proving him guilty 
of the Crime charged upon him. Mr. Lewis's only 
laying, „ tho? it is certain neither of them were 
“ Chriſtians when their Son Conſtantine was born, 
nor many Years after,” cannot reaſonably be 
thought a ſuſſicient Proof againſt the learned Au- 
; thorities 


„ 
thorities before produced, to ſhew at leaſt that H. 
{ena was a Chriſtian when her Son Conſtantine was 
born, as this is as fully implied in the Words of Gro. 
tius as in the Words of Danvers; and no one could 
reaſonably doubt from the Words of Daille, but he in- 
tended that Conſtantius was a Chriſtian when his Son 
Conſtantine was born; as being placed in the Front of 
ſuch as were born of Chriſtian Parents, and not 
baptized till they come to Years. But it is a much 
eaſier Taſk to reproach a Man's Perſon than to 
confute his Arguments. However, ſome may think 
the bringing a Man's Character under Diſgrace is 
the moſt effectual Anſwer, and that if his Perſon 
be once thoroughly brought to Contempt, his Ar- 
gument, tho? ever ſo folid, Juſt, and cogent, will then 
be of no Force. But this Way. of anſwering Ar- 
guments will be thought juſt, only by ſuch who do 
not care how much they ſay, and how little they 
rove. I ſhall conclude this Part, by only obſerving, 
it doth not appear that Danvers was really guilty 
” telling theſe two notorious Falſehoods charged 
pon him; but it is rather notorious that Mr. Leis 
i prejudiced againſt Danvers, and charged that as 
a Crime in him, that he poſſibly might not have 
eſteemed ſo in another. By this Obſervation I am 
doing Juſtice both to the Living and the Dead, 
tho? 7 know the Dead cannot thank me for it; 
and from the Living I as little expect it. But 1 
"gy it as a Free-Wll Offering with Reſpect to 
bot ; 

Next Mr. Lewis charges the Engliſh Anabaptiſts 
with Ignorance and Confidence, touching the Pig- 
hards of Bohemia. Ignorance and Confidence are 
rough Words, and ſeem more the Effect of An- 
ger and Paſſion, than Truth or Reaſon ; and as 
they proceed from Paſſion, they ſerve only to ſtir, 
agitate, and move the Paſſions, and not to con- 


vince the Underſtanding, or inform the Judg- 
ment; 
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ment; as hard Words are generally introduced to 


ſupply the Place of Reaſon and good Argument, 
which may pleaſe the raſh and inconſiderate Part 


of Men, who eſteem Noiſe and Clamour the beſt 


Reaſon, and the nobleſt Eloquence. But ſuch as 
Mr. Lewis directly points at, and charges with Ig- 
norance and Confidence, are much more able to 
vindicate themſelves than I can pretend. I would 
only remind Mr. Lewis, the Servant of the Lord mult 
nt ſtrive, but be gentle unto all Men, apt to teach, 
patient, in Meekneſs inſtructing thoſe that oppoſe them- 
ſelves, &c. and to reprove, rebuke, exbort, with all 
long-ſuffering and Doctrine. +7 

I now ſhall conſider upon what Foundation the 
Bohemians baptized their Infants, according to Mr. 
Lewis's Account; which I obſerve is from the Au- 
thority of theſe two Texts, viz. Suffer [tile Chilaren, 
aud forbid them not to come unto me ; for of ſuch is the 
Kingdom of Heaven,* and go ye therefore and teach all 
Nations, baptizing them, &c.! Now as the Bohemians 
baptized their Infants upon theſe two Texts of 
Scripture, . I think it proper to enquire whether 
theſe Texts afford them ſufficient Authority, or 
any Authority at all, to juſtify their Practice. 

The firſt I ſhall fay but little to, for as much as 
no Mention is made of Baptiſm (nor any thing 
tending that Way) in Mat. xix. 14. It 1s very 
evident that our Lord was not upon the Work of 
baptizing, but of healing Diſeaſes, as appears from 
the Beginning of this Chapter; where we read, 
Jeſus departed from Galilee, and came into the Coaſt of 
Fudea beyond Fordan, and great Muliitudes followed 
bim, and he healed them there; which may juſtly 
be connected with the thirteenth Verſe, Then 
were brought unto him little Children, that he ſhould 


put his Hands on them, and pray; but not the 
eaſt 


% 2 Tim. ii. 24. 25, 2 Tim. iv. 27: Mgt. zix. 14+ 


Mat. xxviii. 19. 


7 24 5 | 
leaſt Intimation of Baptiſm. It des not ap ppeip 
\ they were brought with any ſuch Deſign, / neithes 
doth it appear that ſuch as brought theſe Children 
to Chriſt were Chriſtians themſelves ; and if the 
were not baptized, it is no Ways reaſonable to thick 
they would bring their Children to Baptiſm; but 
on the contrary, the Text reads, Jeſus laid bis Hanks 
en them , which was a Method our Lord uſed in 
healing Diſeaſes: And it appears, theſe Children 
were brought for that End, viz. that Feſus ſhoull 
lay his Hands on them, and pray; and in Conſequence 
hereof, remove ſome Impediment or Diſeaſe, or 
confer ſome preſent Bleſſing or Advantage to them. 
For, from the Action of Chriſt's bleſſing Infants 
<« to infer that they are to be baptized, proves no- 
<< thing ſo much as that there is a great Want of 
better Arguments. The Concluſion would be 
<<. with more Probability derived thus; Chrift 
e bleſſed Children and fo diſmiſſed them, but bap- 
tied them not, therefore Infants are not to be bap- 
« tized; yet that Chriſt did not baptize them, 
« is an Argument, ſufficient, that Chriſt hath 
« other Ways of bringing them to Heaven than by 
«© Baptiſm,” as faith Dr. Taylor, in his Lib. of Pre. 
Page 310. But to cut off all Pretence that our Lord 
baptized theſe little Children, we are expreſly in- 
formed that Feſus himſelf baptized ot, but his Diſci- 
ets 
Moreover, Infants had no Need of Baptiſm for 
a the Remiſſion of Sins, who had not contracted 
any actual Guilt; and conſidered as innocent, our 
Lord pronounced them Heirs of Heaven, even 
before he laid his Hands upon them, as declared 
by him in the Preſent Tenſe (ſuch is.) As Children 
are to be conſidered as juſtified by the Blood of 
Chriſt, and acquitted from Adam's Tranſgreſſion, 
and redeemed from Death by the rich Grace of 


God in Chriſt Jeſus ; for as in Adam all die, ſo in 
Chriſt 
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| Clrif fhill' all be made alive; I therefore juſtly eon⸗ 
clude this Text affords not the leaſt Authority to 
baptize Infants, and that the Bohemians groſſy miſ- 


underſtood the Text they built upon, and in Con- 

vence hereof, practiced a mere human Inven- 
tion inſtead of a Goſpel Inftitution : As Error is 
very teaming and fruitful, . one Error is very 
commonly the Parent of another: For it may be 


obſerved, that ſome Men, rather than give up 


and renounce one Er or, will ingender and bring 


forth many more to ſupport it; which I eſteem 


the real Caſe with Reſpect to Infant-Baptiſm in 


general, as well as the Bohemians in particular. 


The abſurd Notion of ſuppoſing Infants ſo fat 
chargeable with Adam's Sin, as to render them 


the Objects of the Divine Wrath and Diſplea- 


ſure, 1s the Parent of Infant-Baptiſm, and the 
Foundation on which it is built, and eſtabliſhed, 


which being weak and unſound, will not bear 


that Weight. 


And now with Regard to the other Text, Mat. 


xviti; 19. upon which the Author (produced by 
Mr. Lewis) ſays our People depend, Page 11. 
Therefore depending upon theſes Words of 
© the Lord, baptize Children in the Name of 
« the Holy Trinity; for the Place is univerſal z 
« teach or initiate ye all Nations, baptizing them, 
“Fc. For what Reaſon the Word initiale is foiſted 
in I know: not, unleſs it be to obſcure and veil the 
plain . Senſe of the Text; neither do I underſtand 
that the Words teach, and initiate, are ſynonimous 


Terms, and if they are unnaturally ſtretched to 


make them ſignify the ſame Thing, yet this I am 
very certain of, that the Word initiate, is unneceſſa- 
tily introduced here, and ſerves to no Purpoſe 
but a bad one; viz. to perplex and obſcure the 


Senſe of the Text, and caſt a Miſt before the 
| Eyes, or hoodwink the unattentive Reader. Hows | 


E ever, 
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ever, I eſteem teach, and initiate, are Words not 
only different in Sound, but in Senſe likewiſe, and 


accordingly convey different Ideas to the Mind; 


as Teaching is previouſly neceſſary to, and goes before 
Initiation; Initiation ſignifying the entering or 


admitting a Perſon into any Order or Faculty, and 
therefore it is reaſonable to conclude, that a Per- 
ſon to be initiated, ſhould be firſt taught and in- 


ſtructed how to act and behave in that Order into 
which he is initiated; and in this Senſe I obſerve 
the learned and judicious Biſhop Burnet underſtands 
the Word, and applies it accordingly ; and upon 
the ſame Subject too that I am now treating of : His 
Lordſhip's Words are theſe, upon the twenty-ſe- 
venth Article, viz. By the firſt teaching or mak- 
„ ing Diſciples that muſt go before Baptiſm, is to 
« be meant, the convincing the-World that Jeſus 
js the Chriſt, the true Meſſiah anointed of God, 
« with Fulneſs of Grace, and of the Spirit with- 
% out Meaſure, and ſent to be the Saviour and 
“ Redeemer of the World; and when any were 
te brought to acknowledge this, then they were to 
«© baptize them (to initiate them) to this Religion, 
« S And then they led them into the Water, 


« with no other Garments but what might cover 


Nature. They at firſt laid them down in the 
“ Water as a Man is laid in his Grave, and then 
« they ſaid theſe Words, I baptize or waſh thee 
e in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy 
„ Ghoſt; then they raiſed them up again, and 

e clean Garments were put on them, &c. 
This is the Account of the Method the Apoſtles 
and firſt Chriſtians uſed in the Miniſtration of 
Baptiſm, according to his Lordſhip's Deſcription, 
which is exactly agreeable to our preſent Practice: 
And it is very obſervable, his Lordſhip placeth 
Teaching as proper before Baptiſm or Initiation. 
Baptiſm. indeed I underſtand to be an es 
| . | Rte, 
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Rite, but Teaching, abſtractedly conſidered, is not 
ſo; as a Perſon may be taught the Principles of 
the Chriſtian Religion, and never be initiated or bap- 
tized into the Chriſtian Church; and hereupon I 
conclude that teach, and initiate, are not ſynonimous 
Terms. Neither does the Word initiate, give any 
Light to expreſs the Senſe of the Text, but the 
direct contrary, as before hinted ; and therefore ] 
wiſh thoſe that placed the Word 7nitiate in Mr. 
Lewis's Account would be ſo juſt as to take it out, 
(even if it were himſelf,) as it is not only unne- 
ceſſary, but hurtful and perplexing. | 
But further, I obſerve on this Account from 
Bohemia, that the Place is univerſal; teach, or ini- 
tiate ye all Nations; which is deſigned to include 
Infants, as being Part of the Nations thus com- 
manded to be taught and inſtructed in the Prin- 
ciples of the Chriſtian Religion, and accordingly 
| baptized, or initiated into that Faith. But that 
Infants are not included in this Commiſſion, may 
be eaſily perceived at firſt Sight, by ſuchwhoſe Eyesare 
not blinded with Prepoſſeſſion and Prejudice, and 
hereby obſtinately reſiſt the ſhining Evidence of 
Truth, which is ſo clear and perſpicuous in this 
Caſe, that he that runs may read it; for it is very 
evident, that no more are commanded to be bap- 
- tizedinthe Commiſſion than are likewiſe commanded 
to be taught; Nay, the Word zeach, is expreſſed firſt in 
its proper Order, as Teaching was deſigned to pre- 
ceed and go before Baptiſm; and that Infants are 
not capable to be taught the Principles of the Chriſtian 
Religion, is ſelf evident, and beyond a Queſtion : 
And as Infants are not capable of receiving In- 
| ſtruction, nor believing the Chriſtian Doctrine, 
I conclude by juſt and neceſſary Conſequence, 
they are not Subjects for Baptiſm while In- 
fants, as the parallel Place in St. Mark, xvi, 15. 


very fully confirms; where our Lord expreſſeth him- 
1 
l ſelf 
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ſelf thus to his Diſciples, Go ye into all the World, 
preach the Goſpel io every Creature: He that believes 
and is baptized ſball be ſaved, Hence I obſerve, ac- 
cording. to the Commiſſion, that none have Right 
to Baptiſm but the Believer only, as Believing is 
here plainly made neceffary to Baptiſm; and that 
Faith was the Condition ſtipulated in Order for 
the regular Admittance of Perſons to Baptiſm, 
appears yet further evident, from Philip*s Reply to 
the Eunuch ; If thou believeth with all thine Heart thou 
mayeſt. It appears then that believing is a ne- 
ceflary Condition of entering into the Goſpel Co- 
venant, and that Baptiſm is appointed as an out- 
ward and external Sign by which to expreſs, even 
before God, Angels, and Men, our Repentance 
toward God, our unfeigned Belief in our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt according to the Tenour of the Goſ- 
pel, and likewiſe our ſincere Intentions, our holy 
Purpoſes, and godly Reſolutions, to conduct our. 
ſelves under the Power and Influence of the Doc-/ 
trine of Chriſt ; as the End and Deſign of Bap. 
tiſm is both to profeſs, and declare our Faith in 
the Doctrine of Chriſt, and to oblige us in the moſt 
effectual Manner to Holineſs and Purity of Life, by 
which only we truly anſwer the Character of Chri- 
ſtians, and hereby give the moſt ſolid and con- 
vincing Evidence of our real Love to God ; for 
#his is the Love of God, that we keep his Commandments, 
and if ye keep my. Commandments, then are ye my Diſ- 
ciples indeed; all Which is not applicable to Infants 
conſidered as ſuch. 

But to ſhew Ales FR Infants are not high] 
in the Words, all Nations, as theſe ſtand con nected 
in the Comiſſion, we may obſerve the like Form 
of Expreſſions in the Reſpect to John's Baptiſm; as 
the Text reads, Aud tber went out unto bim all tht 
Land . . and 428 of fee, _ were — 
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1 6 him in Jordan, m which Expreſſions are ſo 
far 3 intending every Individual of the human 
Species, dwelling in Zeruſalem, or in Fudea, that not 
ſo much as one Infant was baptized by John; and 
likewiſe, the Scribes and Phariſees were rejected by 
him; and no more are faid to be baptized by Joln, 
then are ſaid to confeſs their Sins. 

Thus I have endeavoured to cut off all Proxences 
to ground any thing upon the Words of the Commiſ- 
fion, to juſtify Infant-Sprinkling ; and to conclude, I 
would fay to all ſuch 5 are ſo ſond and tenacious 
of Infant-Sprinkling, as to practice it as an Inſtitution 
of Chriſt without his Authority for ſo doing) as 
St. Paul ſaid to the Jews upon another Occaſion, 
with ſome Variation as the Caſe requires, vix. that 
I bear them Record they have @ Zeal for Baptiſm, but 
wt according to Truth ; tor by diſregarding the Com- 
mands of God, and going about is eftabliſh their wn 
, Traditions, ins not ſubmitted themſelves to the In- 
ſtitution of Chriſt. 

Next I ſhall take a View of the Extract of Dr. 
Bucer's Letter, which I think Mr. Lewis cannot 
expe& will do him any Service to ſupport the 
Cauſe of Infant-Sprin cling, tho? I ſee the Scheme, and 
what is intended by it: It begins thus, viz. “It is 
* certain alſo that our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, pre- 
e ſcribed unto us in his Word the Subſtance. only 
* of the holy Miniſtry of his Word and Sacra- 
“ ments, and granted to the Churches the Ordi- 
% nance of all other things, Sc.“ This Certainty 
i made out by an odd and unheard of Piece of Divi- 
nity, and ſuch a Conſequence. drawn to prove it, 
as is not a little ſurprizing, viz. that unleſs it 
was really ſo,” that the Subſtance only was delt- 
vered 87 Chriſt, and the Churches were impow- 
fred by ſome unknown Grant in the ordering of 


0 other Things, I fay unleſs FR be allowed, ac- 
cordin 8 


2 Mark.! 1. 55 


(30) 
ding to Dr. Bucer*s Account, no Women could be 
admitted to the Lord's Table, and that it would 
be ungodly Boldneſs in the Churches to admit 
Women to the Lord's Supper, were it not that 
the Church had Commiſſion at large either to ad. 
mit them to the Lord's Table or exclude them; 
for there was no Command in the Cale, as touch. 
ing Women being admitted to the Lord's Table or 
Supper, but a contrary Example, ſaith Dr. Bucer; 
t and they admit Women to the Communion; of 
all which things they not only have no Command. 
* ment of the Lord, but alſoa contrary Example, and 
„ moreover the Women were excluded.“ So ac- 
-cording to this Doctrine, Women have no Right 
to Communion from our Lord's Direction, but 
from the Churches bare Permiſſion; and it is to 
be obſerved, as the Church hath Power to admit 
Women to the Lord's Table, they have Power alſo 
to exclude them, having an Example from Chriſt 
for their Excluſion, and nothing but an unknown 
Grant for their Admittance. From hence it appears, 
according to Dr. Bucer, that Women are admitted 
to the Lord's Supper barely upon the Church“ 
. *Clemency, who have Power to exclude them, 
and he produces our Lord's Example for ſo doing, 
as he excluded the Women, ' faith Dr. Bucer, when 
he gave forth his Supper. But to ſay the Church 
hath any ſuch Authority granted from Chriſt, is 3 
bold Aſſertion without Proof; and that the Church 
hath no ſuch Power as is by Dr.  Bacer pretended, 
I ſhall endeavour from holy Scriptures. to ſhew. 
The firſt Inſtance J refer to is in Deuteronem); 
And I will raiſe them up a Prophet from among their Bre- 
thren, like unto thee, and I will put my Words in bi 
- Mouth, and he ſhall ſpeak unto them all that I command 
bim, &c.> And accordingly our Lord (this great 
Prophet before mentioned) declares in St. * 


n Deut. xviii. 18. 
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and ſays, For 1 have not ſpoken of myſelf, 27 tbe Father 


that ſent me, be gave me a Commandment what. I ſhould 


fay, and what I ſhould ſpeat; &c.o And again, for 1 
have given unto them the Words which thou gavęſt me, and 


they have received them, and have known ſurely that, I came 


out from thee, and they have believed that thou didſt ſend me. 
Thus our Lord declares he had made known the 
Will of God to Men, according to the Command- 
ment he received from Heaven, and accordingly 
he gives forth his Commiſſion, to his Diſciples, 
and commands what they ſhould ſay, and what 
they ſhould ſpeak. Then ſaid Feſus to them again, 
Peace be unto you, as my father hath ſent me, even.:fo 
ſend J yo. And the Apoſtles, tho* immediately 
commiſſioned of Chriſt, aſſumed no ſuch Autho- 
rity as by Dr. Bucer is pretended, but acted with 


all due Regard to the Commiſſion they received 


from Chriſt. St. Paul aſſumed no Authority of his 
own, but was contented to ſhew the Authority of 
Chriſt, and preach the Doctrine he received 
from him, as the Apoſtle avows for himſelf and Fel- 
low-Labourers in preaching the Goſpel, Me preach 
wt curſelves, faith the Apoſtle, but Chriſt Feſus the 
Lord, and our ſelves your Servants for Feſus Sate: nx They 


did not aſſume the Authority as Maſters, to Lord it 
oyer God's Heritage, but demeaned themſelves 


as Servants, to the Edification of the Church. They 


preſumed not to contrive, or invent any newSchemes 


of Doctrine, or make any Change or Alterations 
in the Inſtitutions of Chriſt, according as they 
might think proper ; for 1 have received of the Lord, 
faith the Apoſtle, that which alſo I delivered unto 
you, &c. And again, not ihat we are ſufficient of our- 
ſelves to think any thing as of ourſelves, but our Sufficiency is 
F God.: They received Commiſſion from Chriſt, 


and acted by his Authority and Direction; tho“ I 


am ſenſible this Text laſt mentioned hath been pro- 
J duced 

* John xii. 49. „ John xviii. 8. 4 John xx. 21. 

2 Cor. iv. 5. f 1 Cor, xi. 23. © 2 Cor. iii. 5 
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duced to ſupport the groundleſs Notion of moral or 
Impotency, but whoever examines the Context ha 
with due Obſervation and Accuracy, may be eaſily | 
convinced there is nothing in it to ſerve that Pur. 
poſe, but ſignifies, the Apoſtles advanced no Doc- 
trine as neceſſary, which by the Authority they 
received from Chriſt was not made ſo: But as they 
received particular Directions from Chriſt, and acted 
ſolely by his Authority. St. Paul propoſes himſelf 
as an Example to the Church of Corinib, Be ye Fil. 

. lowers of me, even as I alſo am of Chriſt, and keep the 
Ordinantes as I delivered tbem to you 3% reminding them, 
Chriſt was the ſole Head of his Church, his miſt. 
cal Body, by which it ought ſtrictly to be governed, 
From all which it appears, there is no ſuch Power 
granted the Church, as Dr. Bucer pretends, even 
to the receiving or excluding Women from the | 
Lord's Supper. This pretended Grant to the 
Church hath the lively Features of Uſurpation and 

- Tyranny, which are the inſeparable Companions 
and Attendants of Popery. | 
I come now to examine the pretended Exclu- 
ſion of Women from the Lord's Supper by our 

Lord's. Example ; which indeed is but a-Pretence, 
as there is nothing in it that is real and ſubſtantial, 
and as it is but an airy Notion, it will ſoon yaniſh 
and difappear. It may be obſerved, the Women 
* Were not preſent when our Lord gave forth his 
Supper to his twelve Diſciples, and therefore could 
not be ſaid to be ſhut, or kept out, as the Word 
exclude ſignifies ; for according to this Account, all 
the hundred and twenty Diſciples at Feruſalem, 
and all thoſe in Galilee (in all above five hundred) 
were equally excluded, according to Dr. Bucer“ 
Account, which is irrational to ſuppoſe. But as 
Dr. Bucer inſiſteth that Women have no Right to 
the Lord's-Supper by any Authority or Command 

of Chriſt, but are only admitted by the Diſcretion 

: | | or 


1 Cor. xi. 1, 2. 
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vr Clemency of the Church; (which I think is a 


hard Caſe;) therefore in Behalf of the Women 
thus reduced, I ſhall endeavour to find out ſome 
better Authority for their Admittance- to the 
Lord's-Supper, than barely the Pleaſure of the 
Church, and in this my Attempt, it is the Intereſt 
of all pious Women to wiſh me Succeſs. 


© Firſt, we have an Account that the Number of 


the Diſciples at Fern/alem were about an hundred and 
twenty, who after our Lord's Aſcenſion, all continued 
with one Accord in Prayer and Supplication with 
the Women, who were not excluded the Soci- 
ety of the Apoſtles, but are called Diſciples, As 
i, 15. and as ſuch, joined with the Apoſtles in 
their ſolemn and religious Acts of Devotion. 
Next, I obſerve the Account of Women being 


expreſly faid to be baptized and received as Mem- 


bers into the Church, And when they believed Philip 
Preaching the Things concerning the Kingdom of God 
and the Name of Feſus Chriſt, they were baptized both 
Men and Women. Now as Women were thus in- 


corporated into the Body of elle Church by Bap- 


tiſm, (as it is plain they were, ) and hereupon be- 
came Members of the faid Body, and as ſuch, had 
an undoubted Right to partake of all the ſpiri- 
tual Nouriſhment provided and appointed by Chriſt 


for the Support and Welfare of his Church in ge- 


neral, and every Member thereof in particular, 


Women not excepted ; that they might grow up 


in him unto eternal Life, To ſuppoſe the contrary, 


would be an uncharitable and partial Sort of Di- 


vinity, contrary to St. Paul's Declarations. viz. 
For ye are all the Children of God by Faith in Chriſt 
Tejus : For as many of you as have been baptized into Chriſt, 
have put on Chriſt. There is neither Few nor Greek, 
| there 1s neither bond nor free, there 1s neither male nor 


female : for ye are all one in Chriſt Feſus.* But fur- 
| = 
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634) | 
ther to confirm that Women conſidered, as Mem. 
bers of the Church, have as ſuch, an undoubted 
Right to partake' at the Lord's-Table ; this ap- 
pears from the Commiſſion our Lord gave to his 
Diſciples z; which was firſt to each all Nations (of 
the human Species,) Women as well as Men, and 


upon their believing the Goſpel, are commanded 


to baptize them. into that Faith; and when this 
was done, they were in like Manner commanded 
to teach all ſuch (lo before taught and baptized) 
to obſerve all things whatſoever Chriſt had com- 
manded them. And as our Lord commanded 
his Apoſtles to continue the Inſtitution of his Su 

per, as a ſtanding Memorial of his Body being broken, 
and his Blood ſhed, for the Remiſſion of Sins, as it is 
evident he did, (Do this in Remembrance of me;) 
Therefore by juſt and neceſſary Conſequence it 
doth unavoidably follow, that our Lord himſelf 
commanded his Apoſtles to teach Women to ob- 
ſerve this ſolemn Inſtitution, in the ſame Manner 
as they were commanded to teach Men to obſerve 
it. Thus I have ſhewn beyond Exception, that 
Women, conſidered as Members of the Church, 
have a juſt and undoubted Right to partake of 
the Lord's-Supper; not deriving this Right from 
the bare Authority of the Church, according to 
the abſurd Notions of Dr. Bucer, and his Adherents, 
but from the expreſs Command of our Lord him- 
ſelf. Now the Deſign of this learned Letter was 
intended to ſhew, that Infants had an equal Right 
to Baptiſm, as Women have to partake of the 
Lord*s-Supper ; neither of which was ſuppoſed to 
have any expreſs Authority from Scripture : And 
as Women are admitted to the Lord's-Supper, by 
the fame Rule Infants may be admitted to Baptiſm. 
But I have endeavoured to cut the Sinews of this 
ablurd Suppoſition. And now I beg Leave to 


query, whether it be not a ſhrewd Sign * In- 
| ant- 


(35. 
fant-Sprinkling is both a weak and defenceleſs 
Cauſe, when ſuch groſs Abſurdities are produced 
by Men of Learning to ſupport it. | 
I come next to obſerve the Extract Mr. Leis 
hath taken from Benjamin Keach, an Anabaptiſt 
Teacher. He was ſhewing, that Impoſition of 
Hands was an Ordinance of Chriſt, and yet allow- 
ing it was not commanded in the Commiſſion ; 
but inferring, tho* it was not in expreſs Words 
commanded in the Commiſſion, Mat. xxvin. 19. 
& yet was included in this general Expreſſion, teach 
ing them to obſerve all Things whatſoever I have commanded 
hau, hence concluding, there are many more Pre- 
cepts implied in the Words of the Commiſſion than 
are expreſſed. This Mr. Lerois requeſteth may be 
applied to Infant-Baptiſm; that is, as Impoſition 
of Hands on Believers after Baptiſm may be im- 
lied in the Commiſſion, (tho' not particularly 
expreſſed) and practiced in the Church as appointed 
of Chriſt, ſo Infant-Baptiſm may be implied, and 
practiced accordingly, tho? not expreſly commanded 
in the Scripture. This Mr. Lerois deſires: But 
this cannot be granted for this Reaſon, vz. as 
touching Infant-Baptiſm, we have not the leaſt In- 
timation of it as being practiced in the Church by 
| the Apoſtles, where we find only Believers were 
baptized, as we read Als viii. 12. as before men- 
tioned, that upon the Belief of Philip Preaching 
Oe. they were baptized both Men and Women; whereas 
if Children had been baptized at that Time, we 
might reaſonably expect to have been told it here, 
and it is hard to aſſign a Reaſon for the Omiſſion, 
ſuppoſing it had been in Uſe; eſpecially as Children 
are mentioned by the ſame Author, upon a much 
leſs important Occaſion in Als xxi. 5. where we 
read, St. Paul was accompanied to the Sea-Shore by 
Men, their Wives and Cpildren, particularly men- 
twned, Now to mention Children here; where 
F 2 na 
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no Inconveniency would have attended the Omiſ 
fion, and omit the mentioning of them in fo im- 
portant a Caſe as their being baptized, can ng 
otherwiſe be accounted for, but by concluding no 
ſuch Thing as - baptizing Infants was ſo much as 
known to. St. Zuke, the ſuppoſed Writer; and 
whatſoever may be ſuppoſed to be included in that 
general Expreſſion in the Commiſſion, teaching 
them, &c. whatever theſe Things were, we can pol- 
ſibly know no more of, than what our Lord wrote 
upon the Ground, unleſs we are informed. thereof 
either by Precept, or the Practice of the Apoſtles, from 
neither of which can it be ſhewn in Scripture; and St, 
Paul, tho' he ſhunned not to declare the whole 
Council of God, ſpeaks nothing that Infants were, 
or ought to be baptized: Bac with regard to Im- 
poſition, Sc. it is ſtiled one of the Principles of the - 
Doctrine of Chriſt ;* and accordingly, we have a 
full Account was practiced by the Apoſtles ; and 
not only ſo, but was manifeſtly accepted and ap- 
proved of God, and was rendered profitable to 
Men ; And wo Paul had laid bis Hands on them, 
the Holy Ghoſt came on them ; and they ſþake with Tongues: 
A like Inſtance we have in A viii. 17, 18, But 
as to Infant-Baptiſm, there is not the leaſt Intima- 
tion of any ſuch Thing in the New Teſtament, 
From hence appears a manifeſt Difference between 
Impoſition of Hands and Infant-Baptiſm, the for- 
mer being plainly practiced by the Apoſtles, Gt. 
as before mentioned, and the latter is not; ſo that 
what is applicable to the one, is not ſo to the other 
and hereupon Mr. Lewis may plainly ſee I cannot 
reaſonably make the Application he deſires, it be- 
ing not applicable in the Caſe he recommends it. 
And yet to ſhew I am not obſtinate, if Mr. Lewis, 
or any other Perſon, will produce as good Autho- 
rity from Scripture for ita Beben, as Fm 

one 


£ Heb, vi. 1, 2. 1 Acts xix. 6. 
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done for Impoſition of Hands on Believers as ſuch, 
] will immediately join with the eſtabliſhed Church, 


and acknowledge the good Office with the higheſt . 


Sentiments of Gratitude z but till this is done, I 
muſt take Liberty to continue my Separation ; for. 
as I received Baptiſm in Anſwer of a. good Con- 


ſcience toward God, as it ought to be received ac- 


cording to St, Peter, 1 Pet. in. 21. therefore it 
would be doing great Violence to Conſcience, to 
ſhew my Approbation to Infant-Sprinkling, without 
good and ſubſtantial Reaſons for fo doing, which 
do not obſerve Mr. Lewis's Vindication affords me, 
nor indeed any Reaſon or Evidence at all. 


hut as this Extract from Ben. each is produced 
to ſhew the Falſeneſs of that Aſſertion, . that what- 


+ ſoever is not commanded in ſo many Words in 
« holyScripture is forbidden; I know not who hath 
aſſerted this, neither doth Mr. Lewis. inform me; 
and if he had, I would not pretend to juſtify the Aſſer- 
tion; as many Things are in their own Nature in- 
different: But the due Adminiſtration of Baptiſm 
I eſteem not to be ſo, inaſmuch as it is not an 


indifferent Thing whether we obey the Commands 


of God, or the Traditions of Men. But I 
apprehend from theſe Words, Mr. Lewis would 
inſinuate, that as Infant-Baptiſm or Sprinkling is 
not actually in expreſs Words forbidden in Scrip- 
ture, it may. be lawfully practiced : As this is the 
old threadbare Plea to palliate Infant-Sprinkling, 
as I have obſerved from Dr. Yall and die 
ticularly Mr. Head in his Letter to the late Eſq; 
Brockman, where he is pleaſed to ſingle out this as a 
Reaſon that he never ſhould be an Anabaptiſt; 


and expreſſeth himſelf with as much Aſſurance, 


nay even with an Air of Triumph, as if there 
had been really Matter of ſome Weight in what 
he ſaid, I. am not, I can aſſure you, by any 
* Means of the Anabaptiſt Perſuaſion, nor EE 

| | | «© ſhall, 


. 
& ſhall, till it be firſt proved that Infant-Baptiſm 
& is actually forbidded in Scripture; which is 2 
% Point they never did, nor ever will attempt to 
4 prove.” And hereupon Ithink proper to examine 
the Force of this Argument, (or at leſt what i 


eſteemed ſo) to juſtify Infant-Sprinkling: And firſt] 
obſerve, as the Practice 1s built upon a bare Negative, 
it is tacitly allowed our Practice of Believer's Ba 
tiſm is on the affirmative Side of the Queſtion ; 
which according to the Proverb, 1s by far the 
beſt End of the Staff, as certainly, every one will 
allow it to be much ſafer to practice what Chriſt 
hath expreſly commanded in Scripture, than to 
practice ſomething elſe that he hath not actually, 
and in expreſs Words forbidden there. 
But inaſmuch as it is aſſerted, (as before, ) it is 
a Point the Baptiſts will never attempt to prove, viz. 
that Infant-Baptiſm is never forbidden in Scripture, I 
fhall now endeavour to prove this Point, tho? not 
in expreſs Words, yet by clear and ſolid Argument, 
and juſt and neceſſary Conſequence, drawn from 
the Authority of Holy Scripture ; which one would 
think 1s as much as any modeſt or reaſonable Man 
can deſire; and left T ſhould be cenſured for uſing 
the Word Sprinkling, I deſire it may be ob- 
ſerved, that the learned Dr. J/hitby makes Uſe of 
the ſame Term' upon the ſame Occaſion. There- 
fore depending on his great Judgment in the pro- 
per Uſe of a Word, ſhall take Liberty to copy 
after his Example. 
But to ſhew that Infant-Sprinkling is forbidden 
in Scripture to be practiced for, and eſteemed real 
Baptiſm, I lay down this Pofition, vz. that whatſo- 
ever is commanded in Scripture as our Duty, and 
made ſuch by Inſtitution alone, all ſuch Duties 
depend entirely upon the Will of the Inſtitutor, 
both with Reſpect to the real Deſign and End of 
them, and conſequently, to the due Manner. of 
= perform- 


„ 
rforming them; according to the Judgment of 
2 learned and eminent Writer, in his ſecond Pro- 
poſition of the Plain Account of the Lord's-Supper- 
And to act any Thing in the Performance of ſuch ' 
poſitive Duty (or Duties, made ſuch by Inſtitution 2 
alone,) contrary to the expreſs Declaration of the | 
Inſtitutor, appears to me to be forbidden in Scrip- 
ture. To. make out the Truth of this Poſition, I 
will produce a very plain and ealy Example: For 
Inſtance ; ſuppoſe a Man ſends his Servant on a | 
articular Meſſage, which requires him to be at the | | 
Place at ſuch a Time, and gives him ſtrict Orders | 
to go by Land; the Servant, notwithſtanding his | 
Maſter's particular and expreis Orders to go by | 
Land, adventures to go by Water, and hereupon 3% 
does not arrive at the Place till the Time perfixed 
for his being there was paſt, and his Journey an- 
ſwered no End in doing the Buſineſs the Maſter 
intended, The Maſter upon this blames his Ser- 1 
vant for not following his Diregions in going by 3 
Land; the Servant pleads in excuſe for himſelf, N 
and ſays to his Mafter, you did not forbid me going = 
by Water. No! ſays the Maſter, did not I ex- | 
preſly command you to go by. Land ; how then 
can you dare afiirm I did not forbid you to go by 
Water, when you cannot deny but I gave you 
particular Orders to go by Land? and for your 
Diſregard to my expreſs Commands, and following © | 
your own Inventions contrary thereunto, I eſteem | 1 
you as a diſobedient Servant, and as ſuch, muſt ex- _ | 
pect according to Juſtice, to feel the Weight of 
my Diſpleaſure. Your Excuſe in ſaying I did not 
forbid your going by Water is ſo impertinent, 
that it rather aggravates the Crime : The Applica- 
tion is very ealy and natural; our bleſſed Lord 
commanded Believers to be baptized, but did not 
hay in expreſs Words, do not baptize or ſprinkle 
lofants ; but as the former is expreſly and . 
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(40) 
larly commanded, the latter according to Reaſon 
1s forbidden, equally, as the Servant was forbidden 
to travel by Water, by being expreſly commanded 
to travel by Land. To illuſtrate this more fully, 
T refer to the Rite of Circumciſion, which was the 
- Initiating Rite expreſſy commanded of God, by 
which Members were entered into the Fewjh 
Church; as Baptiſm is expreſly commanded of 
Chriſt to initiate Members into the Goſpel Church: 
By the former the Fews were ſolemnly obliged to 
| keep the Law, as by the latter, Chriſtians oblige them- 
ſelves in the moſt ſolemn Manner to obſerve and 
obey the Goſpel. The Fews were expreſly com- 
manded to circumciſe the male Children, and that 
when the Child was eight Days old, He that is eight 
Days old ſhall be circumciſed among you, every Ain 
Child in your Generation.” From whence I obſerve, 
the Fews were no more forbidden to circumciſe 
their male Children the firſt, ſecond; third, or 
fourth Day, than Chriſtians are forbidden to bap- 
tize or ſprinkle Infants. But as the Jets were 
commanded to circumciſe the Child when eight 
Days old, they hereby underſtood, to do it before 
was tacitly forbidden, and in Conſequence hereof, 
would have been a Tranſgreſſion of their Law. 80 
Baptiſm, in the Goſpel Covenant, is commanded to 
be adminiſtred to Believers, and by the fame Rule, 
Sprinkling or Baptizing of Infants is forbidden in 
the Goſpel, as Circumciſion was forbidden by the 
Law, any Time before the eighth Day, and we have 
not the leaſt Intimation that the Fews, upon any 
Conſideration, preſumed to do it before, tho? they 
might have ſaid, they were not expreſly forbidden 
it. A charitable Concern for entering their Chil- 
dren into Covenant, did not tempt them to violate 
their Law, ſuppoſing their Children in Danger of 
Death: As it is reatonable to think many died 5 
| r If 


Gen. xvii. 12. 


e g 


„ 
fore the eighth Day uncircumciſed, and were doubt- 

leſs in as ſafe a Condition as ſuch who lived after 

the eighth Day, according to the Opinion of the 

learned Biſhop Taylor, whoſe Words are theſe, viz. 

« only this is certain, that God hath as great Care 

« of Infants as of others; and becauſe they have 

« no Capacity of doing ſuch Acts as may be in 

« Order to acquiring Salvation, God. will by his 

« own immediate Mercy bring them thither, 

« where he hath intended them. But to ſay that 
« therefore he will do it by an external Act and . 
« Miniſtry, and that confined to a particular, viz. „ 
« this Rite, and no other, is no good Argument, | 
« unleſs God could not do it without ſuch Means, | 
« or that he ſaid he would not; and why cannot 
« God as well do his Mercies to Infants now im- 
« mediately, as he did before the Inſtitution ei- | 
« ther of Circumciſion or Baptiſm ;** Lib. of Pro. 1 
Page 312. And I confeſs I cannot ſee that Chri- 

ſtians have any more Right to baptize or ſprinkle 

Infants under the Goſpel, than the Fews had to 

circumciſe their Children before the eight Day; LS 
neither of which being expreſly forbidden in Scrip- 

ture. But if it were eſteemed a Breach of the 
Law, or acting contrary thereunto, to circumciſe = 
before the eighth Day, by the ſame Parity of 
Reaſon, it muſt be eſteemed acting contrary to V 
the Goſpel to baptize Infants, that are neither in : 
the Goſpel commanded to be baptized, nor qualified | | 
for that Inſtitution. And this I ſhall further ſhew 
by juſt and neceſſary Conſequence, drawn from 
the Authority of Scripture. To do this clearly, 
| propoſe this material Queſtion ; viz. the Baptiſm 
or Sprinkling Infants, is it from Heaven, or of 
Men? or is it commanded of God in Holy Scripture, 
or is it not? And here I would not beg the Queſ- 
tion, and take for granted what remains doubtful. 
However, the bare inſiſting that Infants are not 
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(42) 
forbidden to be baptized or ſprinkled in the Scrip. 
ture, is tacitly allowing there is no Command in 
Scripture for that Practice, as I obſerve Dr. Wall, 
that great Advocate for Infant-Baptiſm, freely owns, 
e there is no particular Direction given what they 
<« were to do with reference to the Children of 
«< thoſe that received the Faith, and among all the 
„ Perſons that were recorded as baptized by the 


„ Apoſtles, there is no expreſs Mention of any 


Infant,“ in his Hiſtory, Preface Page 3. Thus 
it appears, according to Dr. Wall, that Infant-Bap- 
tiſm 1s neither commanded of God, nor practiſed by 
the Apoſtles, or at leaſt, that we have no Account 
of any ſuch Thing; therefore the Queſtion pro- 
pounded may be juſtly anſwered, . that Infant-Bap- 
tiſm is not commanded of God in Scripture, and 
as being not commanded of God, it follows by 
juſt and neceſſary Conſequence, that it is really a 
Tradition of Men, and as ſuch expreſly forbidden 
in Scripture. In vain do they worſhip me, faith our 
Lord, teaching for Doctrine the Commandments of Men; 
agreeable to the Caution St. Paul gives the Coloſſians, 
Beware leſt any Man ſpoil you through Philoſophy and vain 
Deceit, after the Traditions of Men, after the Rudiments of 
the World, and not after Chriſt, and then, to give this Cau- 
tion the more deepand laſting Expreſſion, further adds 


in the ſame Chapter, Which all are to periſh with the uſmg 


after the Commandments and Doftrines of Men.“ f 
And now having endeavoured to ſhew by ſolid 


Reaſon, and juſt and neceſſary Conſequence, that 


Infant-Sprinkling is forbidden in Scripture, I pro- 


ceed further to ſhew and point out the groſs Ab- 


ſurdities, and the juſt and natural Conſequences, 


of building a Goſpel-Inſtitution upon a bare Nega- 


tive, or to ſuppoſe Infant-Sprinkling may be lawfully 
practiſed, and eſteemed as real Chriſtian-Baptiſm, 


for no other Reaſon but this, its not being in 


expreſs 
* Col. n. 8. 28. 


1 


3 48) 
expreſs Words forbidden in Scripture, I deſire it 
may be obſerved, that by the tame Rule, Re-bapti- 
zation is not forbidden in Scripture, and therefore 
may be practiſed alſo: Or ſuppoſe any ſhould ad- 
miniſter Baptiſm in the Name of the Pope and his 
Cardinals, inſtead of the Bleſſed Trinity, who can 
fy this is forbidden in Scripture ? The Form of 
Words may be changed with as good Authority 
as the Subject and Mode, as being all equally ne- 
ceſſary to the due Adminiſtration of Baptiſm. 
Inſtances of the like Nature might be produced 
without Number. It may be obſerved, all Prote- 
ſtants conclude the Romaniſts are in an Error for 


giving the Lord's-Supper to the Laity but in one 


Kind, which is not forbidden in Scripture, and the 
Romaniſts improve this, (as Dr. Mpitly oblerves,) to 
juſtify the Refuſal of the Cup to the Laity, and 
conclude, and that juſtly too, they have as good 
Authority to withhold the Cup from the Laity, as 
Proteſtants have to ſprinkle Infants; and indeed, 
who can deny but they have as much Authority 
to make Alterations in one Inſtitution of Chriſt, 
as the Proteſtants have to make Alterations in 
the other; neither of which being expreſly for- 
bidden in Scripture, but as the direct Contrary 
in both Caſes is commanded there. But I ſhall. 
forbear multiplying Inſtances of this Nature, which 
ſhew both the Weakneſs and Abſurdity of ſprink- 
ling Infants, and eſteeming it real Baptiſm, for no 
other Reaſon but its not being actually forbidden 
in Scripture. „„ 5 

But I come now to ſhew the evil and pernicious 


Conſequences directly flowing from building a Goſ- 
pel-Inſtitution upon a bare Negative. As upon 


this Pretence great Part of the Romiſh Trumpe- 
ries and ſuperſtitious Fopperies may be lawfully 
practiſed in- the Chriftian Church, as not being 
ally in expreſs * forbbiden in * 1 
2 12 WW 


— 
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this being a juſt and neceſſary Conſequenee which 
carries ſo much Miſchief in the very Bowels of it, 
that I confeſs myſelf even at a Loſs to find Words 
ſufficient to declare my juſt Reſentment ; as I write 
now with more than a common Emotion of Mind, 
and am even tranſported with juſt Indignation 
beyond my natural Temper, to ſee any Thing fo 
abſurdly advanced to juſtify a groundleſs Practice; 
which at once undermines the very Foundation of 
the Proteſtant Intereſt, and ſets open a wide Door 
to introduce all imaginable Corruptions in the 
Worſhip of God : From hence appears the Folly 
and Impertinence of building ſo ſolid a Superſtruc- 
ture as a Goſpel-Inſtitution is, upon fo weak and 
ſandy a Foundation as a bare Negative, which may 
rationally be luppoſed 1 is not ſufficient to bare that 
Weight, 

I am inclinable to write more to explode this 
groſs Impertinence ; viz. that Infant-Sprinkling 
may be lawfully practiſed as an Inſtitution of Chriſt, 
tho* not actually forbidden in Scripture, * But ſome 
may think I have ſaid enough, others too much, 
and I conclude, more than ſome others will give 
me any Thanks for; therefore I ſhall take my 
Leave of Mr. Lewis's Pamphlet, having given my 
Sentiments upon it, and come now to take a View 
of that Part of the Church-Catechiſm relating to 
the Inſtitution of Baptiſm, 


| | Repentance and Faith are there required of Per. 
ſons to be baptized ; and the next Queſtion is, fince 
Repentance and Faith are required as neceſſary 
Qualifications for Baptiſm, why then are Infants 
baptized, when by Reaſon of their tender Age 
they cannot perform this ? viz. Repentance and 
Faith, This Queſtion I allow to be very rationa U 
propounded, but with Regard to the Anſwer to 


5 Queſtign I cannot help demurring * 5 
and 
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ind ſhall take Liberty to put in my Exceptions 

againſt it, as it appears to me to be weak and im- 
pertinent, to ſay no worſe of it. But not to diſſem- 
ble the Caſe, this Reply does not appear to me to 
be conſiſtent either with Truth, or common Senſe; 
for according to my Apprehenſion, the Form ot 
Expreſſions in this Reply, carry in them an Idea of 
the Infant being in ſome Sort active in the making 
this Promiſe, when it 1s ſelf-evident, even beyond 
2 Queſtion, that the Infant is entirely inactive in 
this Caſe; and how the Infant can be properly 
faid to promiſe both Repentance and Faith by their 
Sureties, (according to the Reply) which Sureties 
are not of their procuring, nor act by their Know- 
ledge, Conſent, or Approbation, how they can 
be ſaid to promiſe Repentance and Faith by their 
Sureties, I confeſs I am not quick: ſighted enough 
to diſcern ; but to me appears as hard to believe, 
as even Tranſubſtantiation itſelf. And as touching 
Sureties or Sponſors to ſtand bound in the Covenant 
of Baptiſm, there appears not the leaſt Intimation.of 
it in the New Teſtament :; and as there is no 
Foundation in our Rule of Faith and Practice, to 
engage Sureties in this Rite, I from hence con- 
clude it is entirely the Invention of Men, and 
now practiſed on the Foot of ancient Cuſtom, 
national Authority, and popular Approbation. 
But that Authority alone which would warrant 
the Practice, and make it binding on us as our 
Duty, is entirely wanting, viz. the Command of 
our great Lord and Maſter, or ſome Precedent 
from him or his Apoſtles. Now this Method of 
$treties in Baptiſin, not being of our Lord's Ap- 
pointment, the Practice hereof directly tends to 
his Niſhonour, and cannot be clean wiped off, by 
the moſt artful or ſpecious Pretences. For what- - 
ſoever is added to, and only made neceſſary by 
Men in the Practice of this Inſtitution, 2 
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(46) 
Chriſt hath not made fo, plainly carries in it this 
Suppoſition, that our Lord hath not given full and 
ſufficient Directions in the Uſe and Practice of his 


own Inſtitution, but ſtands in Need of the Aſſiſt. 


ance of weak and fallible Men to ſupply and make 
up this ſuppoſed Deficiency. This is not only for 


Men to be fancying themſelves to be wiſe above what 


is written, but reflects this Diſhonour and Contempt 
upon our Lord and Maſter ; viz. that he wanted either 
Knowledge or Foreſight, or was entirely regard- 
lefs, in giving proper Inftructions in the Perform. 
ance of a Duty entirely made ſuch by his Inſti- 
tution and Appointment only; according to the 
ſecond Propoſition of that learned Author before 
mentioned in his Plain Account of the Lord's-Sup- 
per, where, his Lordſhip is pleaſed juſtly to ob- 
ſerve, << all poſitive Duties, or Duties made ſuch 
„ by Inſtitution alone, depend entirely upon the 
cc Will and Declaration of the Perſon who inſti- 
& tures or ordains them, with Reſpect to the real 
& Deſign and End of them, and conſequently to 
&« the due Manner of performing them: For 


„ there being no other Foundation for them 


« with Regard to us, but the Will of the Inſti- 
c tutors, this Will, muſt of Neceſſity be our ſole Di 
« rection, both as to our Underſtanding their true 
& Intent, and practiſing them accordingly ; be- 


& cauſe we can have no other Direction in this 


& Sort of Duty, unleſs we will have Recourſe to 


& mere Invention, which makes them our own 
© Inſtitutions, - and not the Inftitutions of thoſe 


5 who firſt appointed them.“ 3 
From hence it appears this learned Author ad- 
mits of no Alteration in the Inſtitutions of Chriſt; 


and plainly ſuggeſts, that for any to attempt this, 
js to render the Inſtitution thus altered, not the In- 


ſtitution of Chriſt, but theirs who make the Al- 
tcration therein. It is further obſervable, this 
| | learned 
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learned Author hath no good Liking to the Uſe 
of Sureties in Baptiſm, as plainly appears from 
Page 170 of the ſaid Book; where ſpeaking of 
the Covenant of Baptiſm, or at leaſt plainly refer- _ 
ing to Baptiſm, accepted and entered into by 
« eyery Man' perſonally on his own Part at the 
« Inſtant of his firſt ſincerely believing in Chriſt, 
« and profeſſing himſelf his Diſciple. Before this, 
« no Rite can perſonally engage him in this Co- 
« yenant, becauſe no one can be perſonally en- 
—« gaged in a Religion, which he hath not perſon- 
« ally agreed to, &c.” 3 
Thus according to his Lord ſhip's Sentiments, the 
Pretence of entering Children into Covenant with 
God by Sureties, under the Name of Baptiſm, is 
no Ways ſerviceable to any religious Purpoſe, and 
in Conſequence hereof, ought not to be practiſed 
to that End, but to defer Baptiſm, till ſuch as re- 
ceive it can give Account of their own Faith, ac- 
cording to the learned Dr. Taylor; viz. © I know 
„ (fays he) God might if he would have appointed 
„ Godfathers to give Anſwers, in the Behalf of _ 
„Children, and to be Fidejuſſors for them; but 
* we cannot find any Authority or Ground that 
he hath; and if he had, that it is to be ſup- 
* poſed he would have given them Commiſſion, 
% to have tranſacted the Solemnity with better Cir- 
* cumſtances, and have given ge ai with more 
Truth; for the Queſtion is aſked of believing, 
© in the preſent ; and if the Godfathers anſwer in 
«the Name of the Child, (I do believe) it is no- 
* torious they ſpeak falſe and ridiculouſly, for the 
Infant is not capable of believing z and if it 
* were, he were allo capable of diſſenting; and 
«* how then do they know his Mind ? And there- 
* fore Tertullian gives Advice, that the Baptiſm of 
* Infants ſhould be deferred till they could give 
an Account of their Faith, and the fame alſo 
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de ig the Counſel of Gregory, Biſttop of Naa 
«© zen, &c.“ Thus far Biſhop Tr 22 of Pyo. 
Page 322: And Page 325, where he is ſhewing the 
Neceſſity of Faith, in Order to the due Admini-. 
ſtration of Baptiſm, concludes thus. But for all 
<< thoſe Stratagems (contrived by Luther, Calvin, and 
* the Church of Rome) the Argument now alledged 
< againſt the Baptiſm of Infants, is demonſtra- 
<< tive and unanſwerable,” faith ' Biſhop Tayler. 
Upon which Evidence, together with the many 
Teſtimonies of eminent Divines and learned Men of 

different Perſuaſions, as before produced; which 
Jointly conſpire in Agreement with the holy Scrip- 
kures, it is much ſafer to rely upon, than all human 
Authority united. From all which, Iconclude the 
real Truth and Goodneſs of our Cauſe appears very 
clear, evident, and conſpicuous, even allowing our 
Oppoſers (however i in Practice) themſelves to be the 
Judges. 
And now to conclude, I deſire my courteous and 
pious Readers will peruſe what I have wrote with 
Care, and all due Attention 3 with a calm, free, 
open, and unbiaſſed Mind; duly conſidering the 
Importance of the Subject treated upon, as being no 
Jeſs than a ſolemn Inſtitution of our Lord's appointing, 
by which we enter into Covenant with God, and 
become Members. of the myſtical Body of Chriſt, 
and 'therefore not to be trifled with, or engaged 
in contrary to his Direction, who is not only our 
Lord and Lawgiver, but our Mediator and Inter- 
ceſſor, whom God alſo hath appointed to be our 
Judge at the great and awful Tribunal, there to = 
the definitive and irrevokeable Sentence upon the 
Conduct of the whole World: Therefore to bis 
Authority we are bound under the higheſt Obliga- 
tions to pay the moſt ſincere Regard and Deference, 
even in every Inſtance of our Deportment, but 


9 in the Practice of his Inſtitutions. 9 
ay 
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nay it pleaſe the God of Life, Light, Love, and 
Truth, (who is eminently wiſe, and abſolutely per- 
fect) to enlighten your Minds, and give you a. Tos! 
Underſtanding in the Revelation of his Will | 
fund and well regulated Judgment to diſcern the 2 
Truth ; a teachable and willing Mind to embrace 
it; a firm, ſteadfaſt, and pious Reſolution to walk, 
and bellave according to it; that fo the Iſſue and 
Reſult may be, the Advancement of the Chriſtian 
Religion, according to its primitive Purity and Sim- 


plicity, which is the real Deſire and ſincere Prayer 


oh, Courteous Readers, 


Your urs Friend, and ell u Meer, 


Fas 
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